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. ZSB 987 An Aot Requlrmg Communlty Workforce Agreements for
i -.:'Constructton Projects at the Conneotrcut State Unwersrty System

g Good Afternoon, my name is. Kristlne Nemeth and I em a Pro;ect Coordmator and Marketlng
- Associate of LaRosa Building Group, LLC, located in Meriden, -and a Member of Associated . = = o
. " Builders and Contractors of Connecticut, Professional Women in Construction, the Connecticut : j' L
S Green Bulld;ng Council; and the Connecticut Building Congress We work on constructaon L L e
Lo prolects in: Connectrcut and employ 43 Conoectrcut o:tlzens ' L R

Unfortuoate[y, as proposed SB 987 wou!d prevent us from competlng for these Connectlcut IR IRt
© - State University System projects. - This lack of compettt;on wait dnve up oosts and further burden'-_-- i
_.-:__'--_taxpayers Therefore icannot support SB 987 PSP SRS JORIE NS

:As proposed the b:ll would not ooiy detour the strugghng constructfon mdustry from reoovermg e
i from:20% uoemptoyment but it would create an insurmountable level of bureaucracyfor - . -
- contractors and subcontractors, which is a glaring conflict with Governor's. Malloy's: efforts tc Rt
_3- streamifne and consolrdate Connectrout s state government and state processes

T Fmenoraily, SB 987 requrrmg a so oelied Commumty Workforce Agreement on a state umversuty e N

. projectis afi scal slap in the: face to Connecticut taxpayers who pay. for state umversrty pro;ects P
";"'.'.'Usmg taxpayers’ money fairly is one thing; mandatmg its use for one sector of the workforce: .~

' over.another: (umon-onty) is’ mlsguided governance. - Merit shop construction compames in .

" Connecticut represent more than 80% of the workforce, however, Commumty Workforoe
i _.':'Agreements would be used at the merrt shop craftsmen S expense e ;

CT s economic recovery begs for ;ob oreatzon Governor Mailoy recently spoke ebout the e
o infrastructure projects-that the Bond Commission would.be approving by noting that. these
e _-'-;approved pro;ects would Iead to 1 200 ;obs in the oonstruotton mdustry in Conneotrcut

'Mendated onron—oniy egreements on publtc works projects are anti-competstive and detour
._'ij"open fair and competitive bidding. PLAs drive up the cost of construction by reduging -
A 'competrtlon and. effectlveiy excludmg merit shop craftsmen from staffmg projects paid for by
.+ their own tax dollars. Inthe end, government—mandated construction contract agreements i
- ‘prevent taxpayers from getting the best. possible product at the best possible price.” As the state R
- and local governments are squeezing every fast cent from their revenue sourcestokeepthe =
. state, town, or city open for business, an arrangement like the Community Workforce .* - =+ .
" Agreement should be serutinized by the Commrttee as to how muoh these agreements would
: '_"'oost the Conneotlout texpayer mysel 'notuded : : S

N _t beheve that any Community Workforce Agreement would be detrrmentai to Connectrcut by L
- decreasing. competrtton, increasing the costs, and discriminating against jocal contractors. Ttus
w7 would be a ternble mxsuse of taxpayer mooey as COnnecttcut struggles to overcome a $3 ?

:_;:-_'.'brtllon def:c:t R _ L EOR L :







